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Papal Pro-German Propaganda near New York 
(in Sunday, July 29, Barnet Gelman was arrested at Glen 
e, L. L, for distributing German propaganda flags to march- 
in a Holy Name parade. The flags bore a picture of Pope 
dict XV on one side, and a German flag and the words, 
‘ Want Peace” on the other. This method is very similar 
ne of those used by Vatican agents to demoralize the Italian 
army just before the disaster at Caporetto. 


ti 


Papal Assault on Liberty of the Press in Detroit 


nts in Detroit have induced the City Council, by a unanimous 
te, to pass an ordinance “prohibiting the sale or distribution 
the streets of that city of any papers, books or periodicals 
taining defamatory or libelous articles against any religion, 


\ccording to the Brooklyn “Tablet” July 27%, certain Papal 


ult or sect.” No particulars are given as to how this ordinance is 
‘ enforced, or who is to decide as to what constitute “defama- 
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tory or libelous articles.” Nor is it stated whether the Corpora- 
tion Counsel had passed on this brilliant piece of municipal legis 
lation. We trust that it will soon have to stand the test of 
court decision. 


The State Department Appeals for Prayers 


Appearances indicate that either the promoters of the An- 
gelus resolution in the Senate, or persons like-minded, have put 
the State Department in the position of asking the nation to 
pray for Serbia. The essential paragraphs of Secretary Lansing’s 
extraordinary “appeal,” appearing in the New York Times, July 


26, are these: 


On Sunday, the 28th of the present month, will occur the 
fourth anniversary of the day when the gallant people of Serbia, 
rather than submit to the studied and ignoble exactions of a 
carefully prepared attack, were called upon by the war dec- 
laration of Austria-Hungary to defend their territory and their 
homes against an enemy bent upon their destruction. Nobly 
did they respond. * * 

It is fitting that the people of the United States, dedicated 
to the self-evident truth that it is the right of the people of all 
nations, small as well as great, to live their own lives and choose 
their own Government, and remembering that the principles for 
which Serbia has so nobly fought and suffered are those for 
which the United States is fighting, should on the occasion of 
this anniversary manifest in an appropriate manner their warm 
sympathy with this oppressed people who have so heroically 
resisted the aims of the Germanic nations to master the world. 
At the same time we should not forget the kindred people of 
the great Slavic race who, now dominated and oppressed by 
alien races, yearn for independence and national unity. 

This can be done in a manner no more appropriate than by 
its general observance in the churches. The Department of State 
feels that the people of the United States of all faiths and creeds 
will wish to assemble in their several places of worship on 
Sunday, July 28, for the purpose of giving expression to thei 
sympathy with this wronged people and their oppressed 
dominated kindred in other lands, and to invoke the blessin 
of Almighty God upon them and upon the cause to which t! 
are pledged. . 


It is to be hoped that Congress will order an inquiry 
the whole matter of these attempts (one successful) to bring 
about dictation to the nation by the Federal Government 
affairs that are purely religious in their character. 
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A Mount Vernon Priest Sentenced 


On July 19, the Rev. Edward Heinlein, pastor of the 
Church of Our Lady of Victory, Mt. Vernon, N. Y., was 
rescued by the local police from a mob of about 5,000 per- 
sons and, for his own safety, kept in the police station all 
night. Next morning he was charged with refusing to obey 
the Mayor’s order that all the church bells should be rung in 
honor of our victory in France. He made no defence. 

On the previous evening the trouble began when a man 
in uniform stepped out from a squad of soldiers from the 
Eighth Coast Artillery, and attempted to place an American 
flag across the porch of the rectory. The priest pulled it down. 

Immediately the crowd rushed to the rectory. The priest 
was knocked down and was being roughly handled, when 
Chief of Police Foley and a squad of his men arrived. 

Next morning he was sentenced to a fine of $100 and two 
months’ hard labor; but Judge Appell said the sentence would 
1ot be enforced if he left the city, which the priest promised 


ado 








Unrest Among Polish, Ruthenian and Greek.Catholics 


Lach month the task of even attempting to set forth the 
“doings” in the “world” of Catholics of different communions 
seems to become more hopeless. Of course, the great Angelus 
resolution “confidence trick” worked off on the Senate is of the 
largest dimensions, especially in view of the fact that on July 26 
State Department did actually issue an invitation to all the 


people of the nation to pray for Serbia in their several churches, 
and was the most spectacular assault on the principle of separation 
of Church and State by the Roman hierarchy; yet of perhaps 
even more importance in other directions are the movements 


referred to this month among Polish, Ruthenians and Russian 
Catholics. These people, all of them, seem to be beginning 
to read and to think; and they will not travel far along that 
rood before they will part company with priestcraft. And to 
extent the power of the priest in politics will diminish. 
The Washington correspondent of an influential Boston paper, 
in writing of the Papal peace offensive on behalf of the Cen- 
Powers, predicted on the floor of the Senate by Senator 
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Lewis on July 25, says: “The fact that the Vatican is to move 
at this particular moment, when the pressure is so strong against 
Germany in France, and when the United States is coming on 
with an ever-increasing man power, and her vast resources, 
convinces those who know of this movement that the Pope real- 
izes fully the peril of the Central Empires. This concern of 
Rome, too, it is considered, may also have behind it some un- 
certainty as to the future of the Roman hierarchy itself in the 
general sweep of thought of democracy throughout the race of 
men.” (Italics ours.) 


POLES AGAINST ROMAN DOMINATION 

There is to be a national convention of the Polish people 
of the United States at Detroit, beginning on the 26th inst., 
ostensibly for the purpose of bringing unity among the peo- 
ple of that nation. In the characteristic domineering domi- 
nation of certain Roman priests in this country is to be found 
the cause of the division that exists. 

On September 29, 1907, in the Qld Catholic church at 
Utrecht, Holland, the Rev. Francis Hodur, of Scranton, Pa., 
then pastor of the largest Polish national Catholic church in 
that city, was consecrated bishop by Archbishop Gul, of the 
Old Catholic Church diocese of Haarlem. 

On October 11, 1907, on his return from Europe, Bishop 


Hodur was accorded an enthusiastic public reception, one 
feature of which was a parade of ten societies. 

Scranton correspondence of The Christian Science Monitor, 
of July 20, contains the following paragraphs: 

‘Bishop Hodur, prelate of the Polish National Catholic 
Church in America, authorizes me to make the following 
statement for him about the convention: 


“ce 


The Polish people here want the support of the United 
States Government in every way, as they are loyal to it. 
The United States is our best friend. If it is the wish of the 
United States that we should support the Polish National 
Army, we will help, but we want those in charge of the or- 
ganization of that legion to be responsible either to the United 
States Government or to the Polish people of the United 
States.’ ” 
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“Concerning the forthcoming national convention of Poles 
at Detroit. This is a case illustrating the workings of the 
Polish clerical element. The rank and file of the Poles i» the 
United States have desired a national convention, but the 
clerical element has opposed it. So insistent have the Poles 
been for such a convention that the clerical element was 
jorced to call such a meeting. All Polish societies, associations, 
etc., were invited to send delegates to be in Detroit on Au- 
gust 26. No invitation was sent to the Polish National Cath- 
olic Church, although one of the rules governing representa- 
tion says that Polish societies, regardless of religious belief, 
may be represented. There are three requirements concern- 
ing the qualification of delegates. The first two are declared 
\ustro-Hungarian in character, and the third is American and 
Democratic. The call is sent out by the Rev. Mr. Rhodes, 
of Chicago, and Mr. Paderewski. The class 1 delegates are 
to be priests, representing various societies and schools. 
They are not to be chosen by the people. Class 2 delegates, 
also not to be elected, are the heads of societies, unions, etc. 
Class 3 delegates will be elected by societies in various dis- 
tricts. 

“*The first meeting may not be more fruitful than the 
first Duma was,” it is declared [by a gentleman possessed of 

sense of humor], “but it will be a beginning, and the clerical 
clement will have an opportunity to democratize the Poles in 
this country.’” (Italics ours.) 

Russians Aso AGAINST CLERICAL DOMINATION 

“A conflict of factions of the Russian Church in this coun- 
try caused a committee of officials of the Federation of Russian 


Organizations of America to take under consideration yesterday 
charges against the Archpriest Vladimir V. Alexandroff, who 
has been leading a movement here to overthrow the present 
head of the local Russian Church, Bishop Alexander Nemolovs- 


ky, by compelling the latter to call a general election similar to 


the general church elections held in Russia after the revolution. 
\ccording to Archpriest Alexandroff, who has just returned 
from Russia, the officials of the consistory of the local Russian 
Church are administering church property in this country with- 
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out authority from the new Holy Synod established by election 
after the revolution —New York Times, July 16, 1918. 


RUTHENIANS Rise AGAINST ROME. 

A Boston paper, July 20, published the following despatch 
from Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada: “Ruthenians in con- 
ference here have decided upon the establishment of a Ukrain- 
ian Greek Orthodox Church of Canada, with a theological col 
lege here under its control. The movement arose out of dis- 
satisfaction of the administration of the affairs of the Ruthenian 
Greek Catholic Church, which is governed by the Roman Catho- 
lic hierarchy in Canada. Bishop Budka, head of the Greek 
Catholic Church in Canada, was recently arrested on the charge 
of seditious utterances at Hafford, Sask., but released. 

The charge of sedition was laid on the ground that the Bishop 
had said that any Ruthenian Greek (Roman) Catholic who sent 
his children to the public schools was “doomed to hell-fire,” and 
made other remarks of the kind. 

The arrest as a matter of fact was merely an indication of 
widespread dissatisfaction with the ‘administration of the 
Ruthenian Greek (Roman) Catholic Church by Bishop Budka, 
which has led to the holding of an important conference here 
which has as its object the formation of a Ruthenian Greck 
Orthodox Church. The Ruthenian Greek (Roman) Catholic 
Church is under the control of the hierarchy of Canada and the 
Pope. Bishop Budka’s avowed object is the assimilation of the 
Ruthenian people with the French-Canadian (Roman) Catholics 
of Canada, and in this move he is opposed by numbers of the 
Ruthenians. 

What has led to the cleavage more than anything else, has been 
Bishop Budka’s determination to control the Ukrainian Insti- 
tute here, of which W. Swystun, a young Ukrainian graduate of 
the University of Saskatchewan, is principal, and which operates 
in co-operation with the Saskatoon Public School Board and 
the University of Saskatchewan. Bishop Budka says this in- 
stitute should be under the control of the church authorities, 


and its properties under his own control as the church corpora- 
tion, 
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THE ANGELUS TRICK AT WASHINGTON 


THe ANGELUS DoMINI. 






To be said morning, noon, and evening, throughout the year, except in 
ischal time—that is, from noon of Holy Saturday till noon of the eve of 
lrinity Sunday—in honor of the incarnation of our Lord. It is to be said 


neeling, except from Saturday noon to Sunday evening inclusive, when it is 
id standing: 








1. The angel of the Lord declared to Mary (Angelus Domini nuntiavit 
Mariz); and she conceived of the Holy Ghost. 

Hail, Mary, full of Grace, our Lord is with thee; blessed art thou among 
omen, and blessed is the fruit of thy womb, Jesus. Holy Mary, Mother of 
od, pray for us poor sinners, now, and in the hour of our death. 
2. Jehold the handmaid of the Lord; be it done 
y word. 


Hail, Mary, ete. 

And the Word was made Flesh: and dwelt among us. 
Ilail, Mary, ete. Pray for us, Holy Mother of God. That we 
‘thy of the promises of Christ. 

Let us pray: 









Amen. 
unto me according to 







may be made 








our forth, we beseech Thee, O Lord, Thy grace into our hearts; that we, 


whom the iucarnation of Christ Thy Son was made known by the message 
an angel, may, by His passion and cross, be brought to the glory of the 
sarrection; through the same Christ our Lord. 
Cutholie prayer-book. 





Amen.—From a Roman 





On Tuesday, July 2, 1918, Senator Myers, of Montana, acted 
catspaw for the Vatican hierarchy by introducing in the 
United States Senate the following resolution: 


















Whereas, what is called the Angelus, the practice of prayer for one minute 


oon each day for the success of our country in tlee existing war, is being 


rved in the District of Columbia and some other parts of the United States ; 





Whereas, it is the desire of some good citizens that it be observed generally 
ughout the country to the end of the war; and 
Whereas, the sentiment is in accord with the traditional spirit and sentiment 


iis country and recognizes the overruling power of the Almighty; therefore 











Resolved, etc., 





That the President is requested to commend by proclama- 
to the people of. the United States observance in their homes and elsewhere, 
the end of the war, of the practice of prayer for at least one minute at noon 
day to God for victory for our cause in the existing war.” 














\nd another Papal catspaw, Senator Phelan, of California, 
said: “I desire to say, Mr. President, that the President of the 
ited States has expressed interest in this resolution. Through 
secretary he has communicated that interest to one of the 
societies advocating it. It is a beautiful idea—the giving by 
people of one moment each day for the men at the front 


d to offer up a prayer of supplication for their safety and 
success of our cause.” 
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Senator Thomas, of Colorado, spoke against the resolution, 
his remarks indicating a personal lack of belief in the efficacy 
of any prayer, and a doubt of its forming an appropriate sub- 
ject of legislative action. 

On Friday the resolution came up again and was passed 
unanimously; from the record of the debate it appears that no 
Senator viewed the resolution in any other light than that of 
an innocent proposal for a popular prayer at noon each day. 

Nothing in the debate appeared that revealed the Angelus 
as a purely sectarian form and, so far as the record shows, the 
Protestant members of the Senate innocently voted a Roman 
Catholic form into legislative enactment on behalf of a sect 
that represents only 18 per cent. of the population of the coun- 
try, but which they ask the remaining 82 per cent. of the popu 
lation to observe. Indeed, Senator Owens, of Oklahoma, was 
so ignorant as to what the Angelus is that he actually referred 
to it as a prayer to God! 


The resolution, known officially as“S. J. Res. 164, went to 


the House, where it was received and referred to the Military 


Committee. 


A few days later a telegram was sent to the President from 
New York, of which the principal sentences were: 


A very large proportion of our Christian and Jewish citizen- 
ship, who are earnestly working and praying with due sacrifice 
for our victory in war and our realization of a permanent and 
not an abortive peace, look with surprise upon the action of the 
Senate in passing a joint resolution, which calls upon you to 
commend by proclamation observance one minute each day of 
the Angelus prayer. According to ecclesiastical authorities, as 
well as the definition of the Angelus, the prayer is a distinctive 
form of the Church of one religious denomination and is a 
prayer to a saint of that Church and not to God, as commonly 
recognized. 


Mr. Kahn, of California, an influential member of the 


Military Committee of the House, said, when the matter was 
brought to his attention: 


Another objection to an enactment of this character is that 
it borders closely on a violation of that fundamental of the 
Constitution of the United States which inhibits congressional 
interference with religious matters. 
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It seems to me that by passing this resolution Congress 
vould come very close to an infringement of this inhibition. 
do not think it wise or prudent for Congress to do so, and 
when the question comes up for consideration I will guide my 
‘tions aceordingly. 

The Masonic Chronicler (Chicago), in an editorial, said: 


Recently the Senate in all seriousness passed a joint resolu- 
on, requesting the President to issue a proclamation urging the 
eople of this country to pause for one minute each day and 
eat a Roman Catholic prayer to the Virgin Mary. Of course, 

resolution did not say this in so many words, but, divested 
camouflage, that in Chronicler English is what it has been 
mstrued to mean. * * 

The resolution is an example of the methods which the hier- 
chy employs to proselyte and to also make it appear that the 
‘omish Church is a leader in patriotism. Unquestionably it was 

pired by Roman Catholic interests and the Senate inad- 
rtently, no doubt, fell for it, just as the War Department, 
vear ago, fell for a proposition to admit the Knights of Co- 
lumbus into army cantonments to the exclusion of other fra- 
nal societies. 


1 
} 
I 
1 
1e 


The Angelus is in no sense a prayer for the supremacy of 
allied arms or for peace, for it makes no reference what- 
er to the present war or to any other war. The evident pur- 
se of the instigators of the project is to foist upon the Ameri- 
people of all denominations and creeds a Roman Catholic 
iver and thus bring the Church of Rome daily to their minds. 
he preposterous action on such an absurd resolution by the 
shest law-making body in the land ought at once to be recon- 
dered, and the people should demand to know what influences 
ight to overthrow “America’s cherished religious freedom.” 
The Watchman-Examiner (Baptist), New York City, had 
editorial which shows that the Editor not only sees a good 
il more than the majority of his colleagues in the religious 
ss as a whole appear to, of the Papal Peril and its methods, 
is not afraid to write plainly about it. Two of his para- 
phs run thus (italics ours) : 


Thus it will be seen that the assertion of the preamble of 
Senate resolution is false and misleading. So far from 

hat is called the Angelus” being the “practice of prayer for 
minute at noon each day for the success of our country in 
existing war,” the Angelus has nothing to do with war or 

tory or peace. It is a stereotyped form of devotion addressed 
to God, but to the Virgin Mary, and thus, according to our 
of thinking, is in no true sense a prayer. 
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It may be urged that criticism is unnecessary and unjust, since 
the word “Angelus” does not appear in the resolution but simply 
in the preamble or introduction. In that very fact appears the 
subtlety of the mind that drew up the document presented to 
the Senate. No act expressly approving and recommending any 
distinctive rite or custom of the Roman Catholic or any other 
Church could have the slightest hope of passing that body in 
the face of the strength of public sentiment against the “en- 
tangling alliance” of Church and State. The author of the 
resolution knew that right well. All that the President is asked 
to do, therefore, is to give his official sanction to something 
which must appeal to the religious sense of everyone, whatever 
his creed or manner of thought—which something, however, 
has been already carefully, although apparently casually, de- 
clared in the preamble to be identified with the Angelus. And 
if the proclamation goes out to the country, that noon moment 
of prayer will be called—cannot help being called—the Angelus, 
just as the shrewd framers of the resolution intended that it 
should be, and willy-nilly the Protestantism of the United State: 
is bowing to a Roman Catholic altar. 


Which was, of course, the purpose of the Vatican agents 
who devised the scheme. 


« 
The Rev. Dr. Charles P. Fagnani, of the Union Theological 
Seminary, said in a signed statement: 


The apparently insidious attempt to foist upon the people 
of the United States a sectarian form of prayer, thus masking 
religious propaganda under the cloak of patriotism, will, of 
course, be unsuccessful. 

The episode, however, will not be without beneficial results 
if it serves to remind our easy-going and unsophisticated popu- 
lation that while the world is now fully aroused to the deadly 
peril of imperialism in politics, and is staking its ultimate re- 
sources for the final overthrow thereof, there is an imperialism 
in religion which, though well understood and therefore obso- 
lescent in Europe, is making its last stand in the United States. 

The fate of Teutonism in national relations will be settled 
in the fields across the sea; the future of autocracy in religion 
is to be decided in our western world. 

It is inconceivable that our Democratic President would 
wittingly lend the prestige of his influence to any attempt, no 
matter how disguised, to violate the constitutional foundation 
of our liberty, the absolute separation of Church and State. 


The Christian Science Monitor (from the columns of several 
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issues Of which most of the foregoing information has been com- 
piled) said in an editorial in its issue of July 13: 


“It is the common fate of the indolent to see their rights 
hecome a prey to the active,” declared Curran, in a famous 
peech over a hundred years ago. “The condition upon which 
od hath given liberty to man is eternal vigilance; which con- 
dition if he break, servitude is at once the consequence of his 
rime and the punishment of his guilt.” Half a dozen words 
om that famous speech have been quoted before by ex- 
ongressman Baker, in the columns of this paper, in re- 
ferring to the extraordinary action of the United States Senate 
in passing what has come to be known as the Angelus resolution. 

\nd those half-dozen words, “Eternal vigilance is the price of 
erty,” have to be remembered not once or three times a day, 

t all the time, if the religious liberty gained for mankind at 
the expense of myriads of lives and oceans of suffering is to 
be safeguarded. vr 

Had the Angelus resolution been a mere resolution calling 

r prayers for victory, it would have been sufficiently extraor- 
linary, for the prayers would have had to be made, by innu- 
erable sects, to powers repudiated by certain of their own 
llow-citizens and allies, and yet acknowledged by some of their 
enemies. The Chinaman, the Japanese, the negro and the red 
indian would have been appealing for victory, in some instances 
all events, to deities repudiated by the Christians of their 
own country, while the Christians of the enemy countries would 
» been appealing for divine aid to the same Divine Being 

at Y their fellow-Christians in the United States would be be- 
sceching, but who was being ignored or repudiated by those 
citizens of America, who were not Christians. This, surely, 
ould have been curious enough, but the situation became much 
ore complicated when the resolution introduced a_ specific 
ayer, used by a specific sect, whose theology is rejected by 

other Christian sects. * * * 

This Roman Catholic devotion is recited in Roman Catholic 

urches three times daily, about 6 in the morning, at noon, and 

6 in the evening, at which hours the bell known as the An- 
gclus is rung. Its origin is somewhat uncertain, but it has been 

ascribed both to Pope Urban II and to John XXII, while the 
ple recitation is declared to have been ordered by that remark- 
le Christian monarch Louis XI, of France, in 1472. Such 
cing the facts, there can be no question at all that the Senate 
the United States, consciously or unconsciously, proposed 
the President that he should commend by proclamation to 
people of the United States a midday prayer, which was to 
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be recited at the hour af the Angelus, and to which the name of 
the Angelus has been given, or, what is worse, suggested in the 
preamble to the resolution. * * 


The fact is that the country is sometimes wider awake than 
its leaders to the insidious danger of any effort, conscious or 
unconscious, to reconstitute Church and State, as well as in 
being, in the words of the Reverend Mr. Fleming, quite de 
termined that the war shall not be utilized to enthrone any one 
Church in the United States. 

In a letter addressed to Senators Lewis and Sherman, of 
Illinois, Walter H. Allen, State Guardian, of the Illinois State 
Court, G. O. L., satd in part: 

Men high in public life, educated men who are looked upon 
as possessing a knowledge of the political practices and deal 
ings in State affairs of the Roman Catholic hierarchy during the 
past 600 years, and especially in our own country in the past 
fifty years, ought not to meekly and weakly be made a party 
to the carrying out of such an insidious plan or design, so plainly 
embodied in this resolution. 


Is it done for the purpose of giviag to the world the im- 
pression that this is a Roman Catholic country? Was the 
resolution introduced at the direct or indirect request of those 
high in the councils of the Roman Catholic Church? If so, 
who and why? 


A SARDONIC COMMENT. 


Mr. Rush C. Hawkins, an officer of the French Legion of 
Honor and who has served as a colonel in the Ninth New York 
Zouaves, known as Hawkins’ Zouaves, said this to a represen 
tative of a Boston daily: “Personally I see nothing out of the 
regular order in this demand that our own easy-going, neve 
thinking nation should take its orders from the representatives 
of the Vatican. The local hierarchy has worked for fifty years, 
intriguing for a chapel at West Point, and got it; it has usually 
demanded more than its quota of chaplains for the army and 
navy, often with success; it owns in the greater city of New 
York at least about $300,000,000 of property upon which it has 
never paid taxes; and in the name of charity it draws yearly 
several millions of dollars from the public treasury, which, it is 
believed, is mostly devoted to the building of parochial schools, 
convents and monasteries and in promoting in other directions 
Church dogma. All this in the interests of the Roman Catholic 
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Church and seldom, if ever, for the promotion of good morals or 
political purity of communities.” 


The last effort of this kind, if memory serves us right, was 


in 1909, when President Taft was inveigled into attending the 
Pan-American Thanksgiving Mass at Washington, the real pur- 
pose of the promoters being expressed in this despatch from 
\\ashington to The Catholic Citizen, of Milwaukee: 
rhe Pan-American Thanksgiving Day high mass is now a permanent instt- 
m at the national capal. It is a blessed sight to see the President of these 
United States, with members of his Cabinet, high representatives of the army, 
t navy and the Federal Court, together with the chief representatives in the 
d matic service of all other American nations assisting at the great sacrifice 
» new law, in the reverent attitude of prayer, in one of the Catholic 
hes of the national capital. 
Think of the change of heart and sentiment the past few years in the great 
rican pegple! -One day in the year in which the bountiful Giver of all 
d things is acknowledged by the nation, as a nation, this expression of 
ude is made in a Catholic church, around a Catholic altar, by means of 
» Catholic worship that is worthy of God, the holy sacrifice of the mass! 
: food for thought, edification and thanksgiving. Thanks be to God, it has 
to this in the United States. (Italics ours.) 
The phrase, “acknowledged by the nation, as a nation,” tells 
the whole story of the success of the Papal political schemers. 


ut we must not take Mexican Freemasons too seriously. 
They are ceaseless in their efforts to undermine Christianity 
in -urope, but their activity in Mexico is confined to bombastic 
proclamations, like this of the Governor of Leon. The body of 
the Mexican people and the Mexican clergy pay little attention 
to them. The laws against the Church in Mexico would ban- 
ish Catholicity from the land in a single generation, if they 

re enforced. But they are not enforced, and no one pays 
the slightest attention to them. Nowhere in the world are the 
clergy more respected than in Mexico, and no country under 
the sun owes so much to the Church.—Editorial in St. Louis 
Western Watchman, July 30, 1914. 


Robbing Uncle Sam 
‘Now that I have filed my income-tax statement, what is the 
next step to take?” 
“Go to confession.” 
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LORD CURZON AND CERTAIN IRISH PRIESTS 


In the Brooklyn Tablet, July 20, 1918, in the letter of the 
London correspondent appeared this paragraph: 


Invincible and incredible ignorance of the Church is the 
heritage left by the “Reformation” to this country, but even 
with this knowledge the speech of Lord Curzon in the House of 
Lords was a surprise to Catholics. That a man of so much eru 
dition, so traveled and so cultured, could say that “the Irish 
hierarchy had challenged imperial supremacy because they had 
told their people to resist conscription ufider pain of eternal 
damnation,” is incredible. Yet he did say it, and he has not 
recanted, despite the denial issued by Cardinal Logue imme 
diately, despite the challenge of the Bishop of Killaloe, who said 
at Limerick on Sunday that it was a vulgar falsehood, an insult 
unworthy of Curzon’s rank and position. 

In the London Daily Telegraph, June 20, 1918, appeared the 
following letter from Lord Curzon of Kedlestone himself: 

To the Editor of The Daily Telegraph: 

Sir:—In the evening newspapers of yesterday Dr. Fogarty, 
R. C. Bishop of Killaloe, referring to ‘my speech in the House 
of Lords on June 20, is reported to have spoken as follows 
Limerick on Sunday, June 23: 


Lord Curzon presumed to say that the bishops and clergy of 
Ireland compelled other people to oppose conscription under the 
threat of eternal damnation. All he would say about Lord Cur- 
zon’s very insulting remark was that it was not only vulgar, but 
a vulgar falsehood, unworthy of his rank and the high place | 
holds before the world. 

In the Freeman’s Journal, of June 22, Dr. McKenna, Bisho 
of Clogher, is thus reported: 


Everybody would read with indignation a speech made !y 
a man very high up in the Government. He committed himself 
to the statement that the Irish Bishops had compelled the Catho- 
lics of Ireland to subscribe to the pledge against conscriptic: 
under the threat of eternal damnation. He [Dr. McKenna] 
said that was untrue, and further, that the man Who made that 
statement knew it was untrue; that it was a deliberate calumny 
en his p = and a cakimny against which they protested, not tha 
they [the Bishops] cared what those people said. It was a cal- 
umny deliberately made for other purposes to misrepresent 
Ireland before the world, to misrepresent her especially in those 
countries where she might obtain sympathy and support. !t 
was a continuation of that misrepresentation that had been goi: 
on for 700 years. 
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In the Freeman’s Journal, of Monday, June 24, Cardinal 
ogue is reported to have Said to an interviewer on Saturday 
at, so far as the Bishops were concerned, there was not a word 
truth in my “outrageous statement.” 

It is a pity that the Right Reverend Bishops did not verify 
heir quotations. If reference be made to my speech (Official 
‘eport, published on the next morning, June 21, p. 330), it will 
- seen that what I said was that: 


The Roman Catholic clergy in Ireland advised their flocks, 
ler penalties of eternal damnation, to resist conscription to 
uttermost. 

| made no reference to the Bishops. I did not once mention 
Bishops in my speech. So far as that part of the case, there- 
fore, is concerned, the Bishops’ charge against me is untrue. 
Next, as to the “vulgar falsehoods” of which I am alleged 
have been guilty about the Irish priests, I append a number 
extracts from recent utterances by them, which were the 
ndation of the statement that I made: 


On Sunday, April 21, 1918, at a meeting held after mass at 


tletownbere, to protest against conscription, the Rev. Charles 
nnan; C.C., said: 


They should resist it, that they should all approach the sac- 
ents and be ready to die in their resistance, and that, dying 
eir resistance, they would die with the full blessing of God 
the Church upon them. If they [the police] enforced it the 
ple should kill them the same as they would kill any man who 
ild attempt to take away from them their lives, and that the 
e had no right to their lives if they came to arrest any 
iman under the Conscription Act. ... If the soldiers did 
mpt to enforce conscription they should be treated in the 
way as the police. When the police and military would 
in enforcing the Act—as die they would should they attempt 
nforce it—they would die enemies of God, while the people 
ild die at peace with God and under His blessing and that of 
Church. 


in April 21, 1918, the Rev. Father Lynch, addressing the 
rregation in Ryehill Roman Catholic Church, said: 

}o ye resist conscription by every means in your power; 
minion of the English Government who shoots one of you, 
ially if he is a Roman Catholic, is guilty of mortal sin, and 
will cry to Heaven for vengeance. 

m April 21, 1918, the Rev. Father Murphy, C.C., address- 
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ing the congregation in Kilgarvan Roman Catholic Chapel, said: 


That any Irishman who assisted the Government to enforce 
conscription in Ireland, as well as being a traitor to his country, 
is morally committing a sin against the law of God. 

On April 21, 1918, the Rev. James McInerney, at mass, 
Scariff, said: 


No Roman Catholic Irishman, no matter what position hi 
held, could assist in the enforcement of conscription in this coun 
try without being a renegade to his faith. 

On April 21, 1918, the Rev. Father Donnelly, Murrough, said: 

Those who were the means of enforcing it were guilty of a 
mortal sin, because they had no legal right to put such an Act 
in force against the wishes of the Irish people. 

On April 28, 1918, Father O’Callaghan, after mass, Killy- 
clogher, said: 


If any conscription is enforced, any policeman who assists 
in any way in enforcing it is guilty of murder, and can never get 
absolution. 

On April 28, 1918, Father Murphy, at Divine service at Kille 
nena Roman Catholic church, said: ¢ 


On last Sunday I asked the police to throw off their jackets 
from a moral point of view, as they were Nationalists and 
Irishmen, with the same Irish blood flowing through their veins; 
but to-day I ask them from a spiritual point of view to do so, 
because all Irishmen are asked by the Irish hierarchy not to do 
anything to facilitate conscription, and that if any policeman 
went out to force Irishmen to join the E english army, and \ 
shot when doing so, he would be damned in Hell, even diouel 
he may be in the state of grace that morning. 

The Rey. Gerald Denneny, C.C., of Eyries, co. Cork, 
about 

Three hundred men who received the Sacrament in his 
chapel that any Catholic policeman or agent of the Govern- 
ment who assisted in putting conscription in force would be 
excommunicated and cursed by the Roman Catholic Church; 
that the curse of God would follow them in every land; and he 
asked his hearers to kill them at sight. They would be blessed 
by God, and this would be the most acceptable sacrifice that 
could be offered. 

These quotations might very easily be multiplied. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
CURZON OF KEDLESTON 
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The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


fh 


The copy of the Donay Bible used here was 
published by John Murphy Company, Publish- 
ers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to the Holy 
See. Ft bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal 
Gibbons, dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899," in 
which Bis Eminence describes it as “an accurate 
reprint of the Rheims and Douay edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think 
in them to have life everlasting; and the 
same are they that give testimony of me.”— 
John u, 39. 


Do You Enyoy Your RELIGION? 

It is plainly set forth all through the Bible that God’s will 
for every Roman Catholic is that his religion should be one that 
brings joy into his life—a joy that is not destroyed by the 
dversity and troubles that form part of the inheritance of 
ll men. 

St. Peter in his first epistle, in chapter i, verse 8, says, after 

entioning the appearing of Jesus Christ in the previous verse: 

I\Vhom also now, though you see him not, you believe; and 

eving shall rejoice with joy unspeakable and glorified. 

\nd in the very shadow of the Cross itself, Jesus said to His 
disciples (John xv, 11): 
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These things I have spoken to you, that my joy may be in 
you, and your joy may be filled. 

From this it is very plain that our Lord has a joy for every 
devout soul that loves Him, and if you, dear reader, are not yet 
enjoying its possession, His complete will for you is not being 
fulfilled. 

The greatest joy that the soul can experience is in the sense 
of sins forgiven, of peace made with God and of the realization 
of the continual favor of God and His love for us as individuals 
and the knowledge “that to them that love God all things work 
together for good” (Rom. viii, 28). 

And in the twenty-third verse of the sixteenth chapter of 
John’s Gospel Jesus said to the apostles: 

If you ask the Father anything in my name, he will give it 
to you. 

Hitherto you have not asked anything in my name. Ask and 
you shall re that your joy may be full. 

In these verses is a very plain intimation as to how the joy 
that all of us seek can be obtained—namely, by direct dealing 
with God the Father Himself “in the name of” Jesus. Our Lord 


does not even mention any saint or angel or other agency as 
being of the slightest necessity in approaching God Himself 
that His own name will be effective in bringing to us any gift 


that we may desire. 

The greatest gift that any man can have in this life is the 
joy that comes from the salvation that Jesus wrought for us 
on the Cross. 

Taking the words of Jesus as a guide, therefore we can 
boldly offer a prayer like this: 

©O Lord God, the Father of our Blessed Saviour, in His 
name I pray for the fulfilment of the promise that He made 
in Thy behalf when He was on earth. With my heart I believe 
that He died to make atonement for my sins and that Thou dost 
accept His atoning sacrifice, made once for all; and that as | 
put out my faith for my share in the sacrifice made for all men, 
all the sins of the past are forgiven for His sake. O Father in 
Heaven, for the sake of Thy beloved Son, give me, I pray Thee, 
the joy that comes from the knowledge that Thou art reconciled 
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to me through Him. And I pray Thee to give me Thy divine 
power to overcome temptation and to live a life well pleasing in 
Thy sight until Thou shalt see fit to call me into Thy presence, 
to the house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens.” 
It is not the will of God that pious souls, who wish to please 
Him and to live righteous lives, should go through all their 
days making their religious life a round of confession and abso- 
lution, and falling down again over the same faults and sins, 
and so living under a continual sense of failure and unwilling 
slavery to sin. It is His will for such people that they should 
know that their past sins have been forgiven them, because “the 
blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin” (1 John 
i, 1). And, more than that, He wishes them to have every day 
the joy that comes from God-given victory over the world, the 
flesh and the devil, and in being thus a living epistle, known 
| read of all men, of His saving and keeping power. 
In the eighth verse of 2 Esdras, Nehemias, addressing the 
ish people, said “the joy of the Lord is your strength.” And 
is true chiefly because the spiritual sources of that joy are 
cient for all the changing circumstances of spiritual, intel- 
tual and physical life. 
/f course, this joy can only be the result of a positive defi- 
transaction between the individual soul and God Himself. 
annot be obtained by mere intellectual acceptance of dac- 
es, however true, or of teaching, however sublime. 
Sin is the cause of all sadness, and it is only by the destruc- 
of its power that any joy can come into the life. 
Therefore if you have not this joy, ask the Father for it in 
name of Jesus that—in the words of the Master Himself— 
ur joy may be full.” 


lesus said, “Whosoever committeth sin is the slave of sin.” 
ets men by the throat. It grips them with an iron hand. We 
n thoughtlessly and before we know it we are the slaves of sin. 
manhood is lost in the merciless tyranny of wrong-doing. 
Can this tyranny be broken? Here is the answer: HE 
| save His people from their sins. Christ is the great eman- 
tor from the guilt and power of sin. 
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A Trenton despatch to the Newark Morning Ledger, July 
18, said: “The State Board of Taxes and Assessments to-day 
dismissed an appeal of St. Paul’s Catholic Church at Bur- 
lington for cancellation of tax assessment for 1917 on prop- 
erties at 222 and 223 East Union Street, Burlington. The 
Board states the property at 222 East Union Street has been 
used as a school since September 1, 1917, and that it was 
not in use for any purpose which would entitle it to exemp- 
tion. 


JOHN PURROY MITCHEL 


The Question Box Department of the Brooklyn Tablet, July 
20, 1918, contained the following: 

O.—IVhile I would like to possess the full of Christian 
charity, | must confess that I was sickened by the*honor paid 
by Catholic priests to our late Mayor in the days of his funeral. 
It has enraged many Catholics to witness the spectacle of priests 
thus debasing themsel It made one’s Catholic blood boil to 
read in the metropolitan press accounts praising the unfortunate 
aviator for his courage in attacking the Church for the benefit 
of the poor orphans. Will it not now come into popular belief 
that John Purroy Mitchel was right in his attacks on the Church 
and the sisterhoods? He was entitled to Christian burial, but 
to that and nothing more. 

A.—As far as the average paper stated the facts of the 
case, we did not learn that priests were vying with one another 
in paying respect to our lamented ex-Mayor. On the other hand, 
it was our impression from a close perusal of the daily papers 
that priests as a body were absent from the obsequies. That he 
was entitled to Christian burial was the decision of the authori- 
ties of the Church. It was an exhibition of Christian charity 
to grant this to a man who in moments of darkness felt it to be 
his duty to hold our Catholic Sisterhoods and our Catholic 
Priesthood up to public scorn. It was a princely act of Catholic 
priests to have him prayed for from their altars as the former 
head of America’s largest city. It will be the quiet charity of 
many a Catholic priest to offer up a prayer for the happy repose 
of his soul, feeling that Christianity was made big by the doc- 
trine of forgiveness for one’s enemies. The honors paid the 
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remains of Mr. Mitchel were not given in the tone of defending 
him for his hostility to Catholic institutions. If such were the 
case, no priest, no Catholic layman, no Catholic child, could have 
taken part in them. The authorities at the head of the Church 
in these parts would never have allowed a Cathedral to serve 
as the occasion for insulting the Church which owns it. Many 
people in New York honestly believe that Mr. Mitchel was an 
efficient public official, They regard the charities investigation 
as but one of his many acts. The Catholic Church will remem- 
ber him in her prayers, as she does every other member of her 
fold who dies “in the Lord,” but the liberty is allowed every 
Catholic, priest or person, to believe that Mr. Mitchel did a 
grave harm to his own, and, in fact, to all forms of religion, 
when he sought to throw the shadow of scandal on private in- 
stitutions, especially those conducted by the Catholic Sisterhoods, 
nobler women and better women than whom do not live. Mr. 
Mitchel is dead. The public knows long since the righteous 
indignation of the Catholics at his baseless charges against their 
institutions.” 


[hese words are written concerning the best Mayor that 


New York ever had, and who, being a Roman Catholic himself, 
knew and understood the priests of his Church much better 
than any non-Catholic ever could. In the main, the cause of this 
post-mortem abuse was his desire to see that the city’s money 
properly expended for the purpose for which it was given 
nstitutions connected with his Church, and the indignation 
ised by such efforts of itself suggested that he had good rea- 
for the course he took. The New York Times, in writing 
his administration, doubtless had this part of his public serv- 
n view when it said: 
it was too good, it was too intelligent, it had stepped on too 
prejudices, privileges, corruptions, it was too civilized for 
ty brought up on the old political and party gospel of the 
et and the trough. It fell, but it will long be honorably re- 
bered and regretted. (Italics ours.) 
\nd the New York Sun said: 


Ir. Mitchel undoubtedly knew that he could not be re-elected. 
ndependent Mayor, constantly interfering with the estab- 
i privileges and practices of partisan organizations, treading 
he toes of politicians, having no party organization to back 
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him, always has a slim chance of re-election. The men and the 
associations he offends in the performance of his duty never 
forget and never forgive. (Italics ours.) 


Of the last sentence the Tablet gives a fine illustration. 
But E. H. A. wrote thus in the Outlook: 


Nothing in his whole career is a greater honor to John Pur- 
roy Mitchel than his enjoyment of Hearst’s enmity. Moreover, 
he aroused by his courageous defense of children committed by 
the city to the care of church institutions the opposition of cer- 
tain powerful influences in the Roman Catholic Church, of which 
he himself was a communicant. It mattered not that his admin- 
istration was as severe in its condemnation of unfaithful or in- 
efficient institutions of other religious bodies. It mattered not 
that his administration approved and praised Catholic institu- 
tions that were true to their trust. It was counted to him as 
treason to his Church that he should allow any subordinate to 
criticise any of his Church’s institutions or point out their 
defects. And the city which had put him in office, and which 
had enjoyed from his administration more competent and more 
human government than ever before, permitted sensational news- 
papers and illiberal ecclesiastics, with the aid of political self- 
seekers and forces of unrestraint and lawlessness, to turn him 
out of office. 

And the article ends thus: 


So, with the greatest demonstration of honor ever accorded 
any man in the city of New York, with military obsequies betit- 
ting a Lieutenant-General, this Major, a defeated Mayor, a sol- 
dier and aviator who never reached the front, a Catholic repu- 
diated by some of his fellow-churchmen, but a patriot, a ser\ 
of the people, a Christian and a martyr to the cause of freedo: 
reached the end of his earthly career. 

In the histories of America the story of John Purroy Mitc! 
ought to be told, for from it future generations can learn, as 
from few other biographies, of the spirit of our people in these 
days; and the name of John Purroy Mitchel should be handed 
down to our children and our children’s children. 


HOW WE LIVE * * * AND DIE * * * IN COLOMBIA 
BY MAUDE NEWELL WILLIAMS. 


(Concluded from page 219 of July issue.) 


For a month the poor despairing mother clung to her 
resolution not to see any of her children, who were sent to 


their grandmother. . 
And then it came to us. 
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In the first hour of Howard’s sickness the doctors came 
‘inging the remedy. Strong, big of body, bright of eye, our 

had a chance that was denied the other stricken ones. 
vs wore on, and still the little fellow fought, seemingly 
hard as we, for his right to give this life a trial. 

“We cannot understand how this is!” exclaimed the doc- 

rs. “What keeps him up? Any other child would have 

cumbed long ago.” 

“Has any other child blood like his?’ asked the mission- 
“Is there another child in the whole city whose par- 
and grandparents have given him blood untainted by 

hol or tobacco, scrofula or worse? Our son’s blood is 

n, clean. That gives him a chance.” 

Che medical men inclined their heads, convicted, and 

-wered nothing. 

Ve did all that lay in our power. We withdrew from the 

king city, where we had tarried all too long, and sought 


viding place two miles above, on a hill, where the won- 
tf a breeze brought a breath of life to the wasted little 

It was too late. The tired soul of our little son 
ped away, one beautiful morning, back to the Giver who 


loaned the child to us for a time, for some purpose 
n only to Himself. 

\t 5 that same afternoon, in the hard, hot light, we took 
little body in our arms down to the cemetery. 


1e missionary had said, “How can I say anything at the 
e? Yet many men will be there, and I ought not to 
the chance of speaking for our Master. There is no 
else to do it!” And we were ten days’ journey from 
ther missionaries. 

but you must speak. I will go with you, and God will 
you strength.” 

You cannot go. No woman was ever known to go to 
emetery at such a time.” 

However, I am going; I could not bear not to go. No 
ism will hurt me.” 

t the grave the missionary explained our belief as to the 
rection to the men massed around us. 

ur son never was baptized, yet we stand here calmly 
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and tell you that we are certain that he will live again, and 
that he is through with his suffering. He is not in Purga- 
tory, and we do not agonize at the thought of any further 
suffering for him.” 

* * * 

A week later while we were still on the hill, with the 
missionary going down to his work in the broiling city each 
morning at daylight, to return after dark, as he had done 
during all those grilling days of our little son’s illness, the 
servant announced a caller. 

“It is one of the highest officers in the city, my Se ‘ora, 
and he asks for you.” 

“For me? It is impossible! It is not the custom for a 
gentleman to call upon a lady!” 

“Yet it is certainly so. He most surely asks for you.” 

‘Go to him again; you must have misunderstood.” 

A moment later she reappeared. “He says that it is 
yourself he wishes to see, none other. He has come directly 
from the doctor, who did not have time to converse with 
him. He says that he begged of the doctor, your husband, 
the privilege of coming here for talking with you yourseli,” 
she said, looking at me curiously. 

I met him on the porch. After hurrying through the 
usual greetings, he immediately commenced speaking, as 
upon some business that would not brook delay. 

“Se*ora, my little son tosses in the sickness. He only is 
all that I have. He will die and I cannot face it. I cannot 
face it! My God, what shall I do?” 

His head sank into his hands and the great tears dropped 
between his clenched fingers. After a moment’s painful 
silence, for I could not control my feelings enough to speak, 
he continued: 

“Your son went away, and you and your husband faced 
it quietly. The like has never been seen here before. Some 
there are who say that you cared nothing; that the North 


American, with his cold blood, does not feel; that he has no 
heart at all. But I know better. The hearts of you may have 


broken, but you gave no sign whatever. You did not rail 
at God and the Virgin Mary because the prayers you made 
had not been answered; nor yet did you make yourselves sick 
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thinking forever of the sufferings your son is even now en- 
during in Purgatory. You seem to have something to grasp 
at that supports you above the rest of us, like a man cling- 
ing to a spar while the rest drown.- We despair; we do not 
pe. Give me your faith! I cannot face the going of my 
son! I cannot face it! And yet it comes; what shall I do? 
Look at my sister, Isabel de Sanchez; it is weeks now since 
she lost Pacho, and she is still like a maniac. We are always 
like that here; we cannot face death. Give me your faith!” 
hus he implored, stretching out beseeching hands above 
which his eyes burned deeply. 

My heart stood still as I thought of what it would mean 
to this man to renounce the superstition of his fathers and 
to take Christ as a personal Saviour. He was high in office, 
the head of one of the most fanatical families in the city; he 
had been educated by the Jesuits, who have charge of the 
high school. He had been elected to his present office through 
their influence, and he was known to be their tool, absolutely 
in their hands. Yet he pleaded, “Give me your faith.” 

\Vith a whispered prayer for guidance I tried to explain 
what our faith really is, what a dependence upon Christ for 
salvation and a life of communion with Him actually means. 

more than an hour he listened, and the struggle depicted 
his face made my heart bleed. At last, after a long 
‘e between us, pregnant with thought, he arose and, 

evering back, he exclaimed: “J cannot pay the price! Oh, 
I] cannot pay the price!” 


\Vithout another word, with no gesture of farewell, he 


stumbled out to his horse, like a man intoxicated. Flinging 
imself upon its back, he rode down the hill furiously, as 
to escape his thoughts. 


PUBLIC FUNDS FOR SECTARIAN SCHOOLS 

(On page 186 of our June magazine we referred to the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of Illinois, by which the payment 
of enormous sums of money to purely sectarian institutions by 
the officials of Cook County was virtually legalized. 

lhe Rev. W. S. Fleming, Superintendent of the Charity Work 
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of the Methodist Episcopal Church in Chicago, has written a 
lengthy report upon this decision, which, he says, “permits the 
Legislature to turn over to any Church, or indeed to the lowest 
bidder among several Churches, every charitable, philanthropic, 
punitive, reformatory and educational institution controlled by 
the State, even the entire public school system, to be completely 
managed by said Church.” 


These paragraphs appear to embody the chief features of 
the report: 


The real question in the case at bar was, Is it constitutional 
for the State to pay public money to a sectarian institution to- 
ward the support of the wards of the State in said institution? 
The nub of the decision is found in these words: “The school 
has been receiving $15 per month for each girl, which is less 
than the cost to the State for each girl committed to the State 
Training School for Girls at Geneva, a similar institution, main- 
tained by the State, where the cost is $28.88 per month for each 
girl. . Upon the plainest grounds no aid is given to the 
industri il school where the payment is less than the actual c 
aside from and independent of any religious instruction or relig 
ious exercise. . . . It is the State, and not the industrial school, 
that is benefited by the payment of less than the cost of food, 
clothing, medical care and attention, and education and training 
in the useful arts and domestic science. Such payment does not 
violate any provision of the constitution.” 

Put in plain English and reduced to its lowest terms, the 
decision amounts to just this: The thing is constitutional if 
you can get it done cheaply enough. Thus the constitution of 
Illinois has become an instrument not of principles, but of bar- 
gains. 

In the mind of this writer this court has misconstrued evi- 
dence, misinterpreted the constitution, squarely opposed two 
previous rulings of the State Supreme Court on exactly the 
same question, and opened the flood-gates to all sorts of secta- 
rian influence in the affairs of the State. Put in logical form, 
the reasoning of the court is as follows: 1. Payment less than 
cost of service rendered is constitutional. 2. Payment in the 
case at bar is less than the cost of service rendered. 3. There- 
fore payment in the case at bar is constitutional. 

. - & 

That eternal vigilance it not only the price of liberty but of 
safety from raids on the public treasury in defiance of State laws 
and constitutions at the hands of Vatican agents is as true in 
South Dakota as it is in Illinois. The Christian Science Monitor, 
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July 13, 1918, contained a lengthy despatch from Pierre, S. D., 
which began thus: 


lo what serious extent the payment of public funds to sec- 
tarian institutions may run is illustrated in the case of the Hoven 
School District in Potter County, in the central part of this 
State. There the public school system gave way to a Roman 
Catholic parochial school, which is receiving public funds which 
ordinarily would have supported a public school. 

Not only that, but when a small country school was opened 
for a short time there, by request of the School Board, text- 
books of the parochial school were used. Incidentally, the text- 
books of the parochial school were not all those selected by the 
County Board of Education. 

Hoven district is reported to be settled practically entirely 
by (cerman Roman Catholics. They have erected in a very small 
town one of the largest Roman Catholic churches in the cen- 
tral part of the State, and have established a parochial school. 
The teachers therein, as named in the report of the assistant 
executive accountant of the State, are Sisters M. Hilda and M. 
Hermeria. The official report thus outlines the situation: 

[he public school of Hoven District No. 25 closed at the 
end of the school year, June, 1909. Since September, 1909, a 
hial school has been maintained in Hoven District No. 25. 
(In February 6, 1917, Superintendent Margaret Briscoe 
nty superintendent of Potter County) stated to me that 
id never visited the school in Hoven District No. 25 as a 
school, but that she had visited the school outside of 
| duties. 
\s shown by the records of the county treasurer’s office 
itter County from 1909 to 1916 the total amount received 
lath Dreis, school township treasurer of Hoven District 
25, was $3,347.85. The total amount of public funds re- 
| by Hoven District No. 25, as shown by reports of Math 
since the public school was closed, was $6,214.39. Mr. 
explained the discrepancy’in the amount he received from 
County and the total amount received by stating that 
s also school township treasurer of School District No. 22 
ilworth County (right across the line from Potter County), 
the total funds were those collected as taxes and State 
tionments for both districts, in the different counties.” 
e whole situation is one which stands in direct opposi- 
» the constitutional provisions of the State, and in direct 
tion of the laws governing the handling of public school 
- and manner of conducting schools, but so far as can be 
d no effort has been made to recover any of the funds, 
change the situation. 
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TO A GENEROUS “PROTESTANT CHRISTIAN” 


In the New York Times of March 17, 1918, appeared the following para- 
graph about the “drive” in aid of the Knights of Columbus: 


John Smith [name fictitious], 261 Broadway, said in his letter to ex-Judzge 
O’Brien: 

“T am sending you a check for $1,000 because I cannot evade my responsi 
bility as a Protestant Christian to the young Catholic Christians fighting in 
the vast army for God and democracy across the waters,” 


Dear Sir:—In your letter to the Secretary of Christ’s Mis- 
sion, which did not reach us until after my letter to you in last 
issue had been written, you say: 

Your attack on the appropriateness of my gift of $1,000 to 
the Catholic Knights of Columbus has given the contribution a 
dignity it otherwise would not have possessed, while it stamps 
your theology with such meanness and littleness that it is a dis- 
grace to call it Christianity. The Protestant Church is subject to 
no danger more malignant than the partisanship of such narrow- 
minded and bigoted members as are represented in the so-called 
“Protestant Review.” 

To the interest in your gift being bestowed on the Knights 
of Columbus for the reason assigned by yourself is now added 
curiosity as to where you place yourself among other “Prot- 
estant Christians.” From the point of view of Christ’s Mission 
the importance of the incident altogether lies in the fact that you 
are but a type of many other generous, open-hearted, open-handed 
American citizens who are not only ready but anxious to do 
good to their fellow-men, but whose lack of realization—and 
even knowledge—of certain fundamental matters of fact (not 
merely of opinion) leads them to actions likely to defeat the 
very purpose for which they are performed. 

I would respectfully point out that there is no such entity 
as “the Protestant Church.” None of the great denominations 
would arrogate to itself any such title, and the only one of them 
‘that has the word “Protestant” in its title contains a strong and 


influential minority that has, at times, vigorously protested against 


the word being there; and still less would any of the other 
large groups of evangelical Christians apply the term to them- 
selves, although all these bodies stand for the essentials of 
“Protestantism.” 


The question then arises: What is the meaning of the word 
“Protestant” ? 
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In the Century Dictionary, Vol. VI, p. 4795, we find the fol- 
lowing definition : 


Protestant. 2. A member or an adherent of one of those 
Christian bodies which are descended from the Reformation of 
the sixteenth century: in general language, opposed to Roman 
Catholic and Greek. The name, first applied to the Lutherans 
who protested at the Diet of Spires in 1529, came to be applied 
to Lutherans generally, and afterwards was extended to Cal- 
vinists and other opponents of the Papacy in countries where the 
Papacy had formerly been in power. (See protest of Spires, 
under protest. ) 

Protest of Spires (Speyer), a protest of Lutherans against 
the decision of the Diet of Spires in 1529, which had denounced 
the Reformation. The essential principles involved in the pro- 
test against this decree were—(a) that the Roman Catholic 
Church could not judge the Reformed Churches, because they 
were no longer in communion with her; (b) that the authority 
of the Bible is supreme, and above that of councils and bishops ; 
and (c) that the Bible is not to be interpreted according to 
tradition, but is to be interpreted by means of itself. 

\nd the Standard Dictionary (Funk & Wagnalls), 1895, says 
this: 


Protestant. 1. A member of one of those bodies of Chris- 


tians that adhere to Protestantism, as opposed to Roman Catholi- 
cism ; in general, a Christian who denies the authority of the 


Pope and holds to the right of private judgment in matters of 
religion, 


[he term was first applied to those princes and other adher- 
ents of Luther who, at the second council of Spires, April 19, 
1529, protested against the decree of the majority representing 
the Roman Catholic States of Europe, which decree involved a 
virtual submission of the Reformers to the authority of the 
Roman Catholic Church. 

“Protestantism” is defined thus: (1) The principles and 
common system of doctrines taught by Luther and the other 
Reformers of the sixteenth century, and by the evangelical 
Churches since. Its negative principle is that any element of 
current ecclesiastical teaching or of popular belief .that, on being 
traced back in history, runs out before the teaching of Christ’s 
authoritative apostles is reached, is no part of essential Chris- 
tianity; its positive and formal principle, that nothing that is 
not taught in the Holy Scriptures, the authoritative rule of faith 
and practice in the Church, enters as an essential element into 
the Christian system. Its chief features and fundamental doc- 
tries are the supremacy of the Bible, justification by faith, 
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individual responsibility, and freedom (within the authority of 
the Bible) of conscience and worship. 


No one would think of ascribing any sectarian bias to either 
of these standard American authorities; and in describing your- 
self as “a Protestant Christian” you write yourself down as 
standing for: 


1. The supreme authority of the Bible. 

2. The interpretation of the Bible by itself (and not by 
“tradition” (or Popes and Councils). 

3. The principles and common systems of doctrines taught 
by Luther and the other Reformers of the sixteenth century, 
which included : 

(a) Justification by faith; 

(b) The individual responsibility of every man to God, 
and God only; 

(c) Freedom (within the authority of the Bible) of 
conscience and worship. 

And to these may be added: 

(d) That the Atonement for sin made by Christ on 
the Cross was made once for all—and for every human 
being on the globe. 

(e) That any man can anywhere, at any time approach 
God directly, without any intermediary except Christ, the 
only Mediator between God and man. 

(f) That the salvation accomplished by Christ in- 
cludes conscious deliverance from the guilt of past sin, 
from the domination of sin in the present, together with 
the assurance of entrance into Heaven at the moment 
of death. 


All these are held, at least theoretically, by all Protestant 
bodies as entities, whatever differences of expression or personal 
experience may exist among individual members. 

Now, the Knights of Columbus, as a body, stands for: 

1. The authority of the Church—in other words, the com- 
mandments of Popes, Councils and priests—as supreme, 
the interpretation of the Scriptures having been confided by 


God to the Church “authorities.” These have been Popes and 


other ecclesiastics, of whom only a negligible minority are, or 
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ever have been, “converted” in the evangelical sense of that 
vord. ; 

2. The “traditions” of “the Church” are of equal authority 
with the Scriptures. When these differ from the Bible, tra- 
dition prevails. 

3. Justification by faith is an heretical doctrine. 

4. Man is not responsible to God, but to the Church; free- 
dom of conscience and of worship—as also of speech and of 
the press—disappear, because the Church, arrogating to itself 
the title of “the only true Church,” disapproves of them. 

5. The atonement made by Christ only avails for mem- 
bers of the Roman Church, because there is no salvation out- 
side its pale. (This doctrine stands fast, even in the face of 
a modern characteristic quibble put forth now and then about 

lividual heretics belonging to “the soul of the Church.”) 

6. The Atonement made by Christ was not complete in that 

(a) God is still so angry with Catholics that “the un- 
bloody sacrifice of the Mass” must be continually offered 
to appease His wrath. Thus the priest may be said “to 
crucify the Son of God afresh” every time he says Mass. 

(b) The sacrifice of Christ was so far ineffectual as to 
punishment for sin that the holiest Catholic who ever lived 
must spend an indefinite period in Purgatory to atone for 
those sins for which the blood of the Son of God was in- 
effectual to make atonement. 

(c) That it is presumptuous for any man to attempt 
to approach Jesus Christ except through the Virgin Mary, 
angels, apostles and “saints,” whose aid must be invoked 
to secure a hearing for any sinner. 

(d) Real salvation from either the guilt or the domin- 
ion of sin is not possible in this life. 


| can only assume that you were entirely unaware of these 


differences—so great as to almost deserve the name of antago- 
nis! that exist between the Church represented by the Knights 
of Columbus and that to which I presume you belong. 


lf such differences merely related to the interpretation of 
certain texts of Scriptures, divergences of views as to how cer- 
tain ceremonies should be performed, or as to particular details 


in form or method of Church government, acceptance or rejec- 
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tion of certain teaching, on such matters as the cult of “holiness” 
or “the second coming,” I think the somewhat harsh terms you 
use might be justified. 

As the matter stands, taking your description of yourself 
at its face value, I think you will see that you have put your 
generous gift where it will support a system just about as hos- 
tile to all that your particular branch of Protestantism stands 
for as it is possible for it to be. 

Trusting that this information may be of service to you in 
the future, Cordially yours, FreLp GLAss. 


SUBSCRIPTION RATES, POSTPAID. 
All subscriptions are payable annually in advance. 


Subscription per year............$1.50 To Ministers and Missionaries... .§1.00 

Single copy ........ och eeeeeess 15 Twenty or more copies, each...... 10 

Ten copies to one address, per Agents, 20 or more copies per 
FORT, GHD ccccscccssces énaabessec nee SORE, GHER ccccdcsteesese 


Subscription per year in English money, Six shillings threepence. 


Remittances sluuld be made by Check. P. O. Money Order, Express Order or 
Draft on New York. made payable to Christ’s Mission or to The Prot- 
estaut Review, 331 West Fifty-seventh Street, New York. Cash should 
be sent by Registered Mail. United States postage stamps reveived in 
sinall quantities and small denominations. Do not send stamps above ten 
cents each. Do not send Canadian or other foreign stamps or money. 


Expiration. Tbe date of the address label, on the wrapper, indicates the month 
and year of the expiration of the subscription. It is a bill when the 


subscription price is past due, and a receipt after payment is made and 
the date is changed. 


Change of Address. In making changes, kindly send both old and new 
addresses. 

Correspondence. A]! personal correspondence should be directed to the 
Director of Christ's Mission, 331 West 57th Street, New York City; 


letters relating to editorial and business matters should be addressed 
to the Secretary. 


Entered at the Post Office, New Vork. a« second-class matter 


FORM OF BEQUEST 
I give, devise and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, New York, a 
corporation organized and existing undcr and pursuant to the Re- 
ligious Corporations Law of the State of New York, and now 
located at No. 331 West 57th Street, in the city, county and State 
of New York 


(Specify Here the Property) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of the said Mission, in such 
manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, in their discretion, 
determine. 





